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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-22 are currently presented and have been examined. 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 23 
September 2004 was filed after the mailing date of the instant 
application on 17 October 2 003. The submission is in compliance 
with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the 
examiner. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

Claim 9 is dependent on itself. In view of the claim 
language, the Examiner will assume that claim 9 is dependent 
from claim 8. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
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invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-22 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0033517 Al to Rutherglen et al . 

Regarding claim 1, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server (referred to throughout 
the reference as a "database server'') past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

accessing a web site ("application server"; paragraph 0032) 
behind the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
applet, and the web site associated with the server; receiving 
the web page and the applet from the web site; (paragraph 0031) 

sending the applet to an application at a file transfer 
gateway ("database proxy object") ; and transferring the file 
between the file transfer gateway and the server through the 
firewall, (paragraphs 0020, 0030, 0038, and 0040) 

Regarding claim 2, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, wherein the web site is at a collaboration manager 
separate from the server, (paragraphs 0031, specifically "In the 
example shown, the. ..system may include an application server 60 
and a database server 62." (see also Figure 1) and paragraph 
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0105, specifically "In another scenario, the database server and 
the application server are on separate physical machines ... " ) 

Regarding claim 4/ Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, wherein accessing the web site and receiving the web 
page and the applet are performed using a web browser, 
(paragraph 0030) 

Regarding claim 5, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 4, wherein the web browser and the file transfer gateway 
are implemented on a' client, (paragraphs 0030 and 0038) 

Regarding claim 6, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, wherein the application at the file transfer gateway is 
a file transfer service implemented on a client or edgebox. 
(paragraph 0038) 

Regarding claim 7, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 6, wherein transferring the file between the file transfer 
gateway and the server is performed over a virtual channel 
between the file transfer service at the file transfer gateway 
and a file transfer adapter at the server, (paragraphs 0038 and 
0040) 

Regarding claim 8, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, wherein the file is transferred in chunks, (paragraphs 
0036 and 0037) 
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Regarding claim 9, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 8, as assumed above, wherein the chunks are transferred 
using a basic hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs .0036 
and 0037) 

Regarding claim 10, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, further comprising the step of encrypting, decrypting, 
or performing some other operation on the file before or after 
transferring the file, (paragraphs 0020, 0030, 0038, and 0040; 
see also Figures 3A and 3B) 

Regarding claim 11, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

authenticating access by a requestor to a web site behind 
the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
applet, and the web site associated with the server; sending the 
web page and the applet to the requestor; receiving a request 
from the requestor to transfer the file to or from the 
requestor; transferring the file between the file transfer 
gateway and the server through the firewall, (paragraphs 0008, 
0020, 0030, 0031, 0038, and 0040) 

Regarding claim 12, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 11, wherein the requestor is a browser or edgebox. 
(paragraph 0030) 
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Claims 14-18 are also rejected since these claims recite 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 2 and 7- 
10 respectively. 

Regarding claim 19, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
downloading a file from a server past a firewall, comprising the 
steps of: 

registering with the server behind the firewall; polling 
the server for files to be downloaded; and downloading the file 
from the server through the firewall over a virtual channel; 
wherein the file is transferred in chunks using a basic 
hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs 0036-0038, 0040, and 
0082) 

Claim 20 is also rejected since claim 20 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 10. 

Claims 21 and 22 are also rejected since claims 21 and 22 
recites substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 
19 and 10 respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

N. 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
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the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
establishing a background for determining obviousness under 3 5 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. ' Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 

art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over .Rutherglen in view of "Java Applet 
Signing Guide" to Wilson. 

Regarding claim 3, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1, wherein a user accessing the web site is authorized 
prior to retrieval of the applet, (paragraph 0008, 0030, and 
0036) 

Rutherglen does not expressly disclose wherein the applet 
is signed, however, Wilson does disclose this limitation (page 
5, first paragraph) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since Wilson discloses that signing applets 
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enables the user to determine whether the source of the applet 
can be trusted (page 5, first paragraph) . In view of these 
specific advantages and that the references are directed to 
using applets in order to communicate information between a 
client and a server in a secured manner, one of ordinary skill 
would have been motivated to combine these references and would 
have considered them to be analogous to one another based on 
their related fields of endeavor, which would lead one of 
ordinary skill to reasonably expect a successful combination of 
the teachings. 

Claim 13 is also rejected since claim 13 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 3. 

Conclusion 

It is noted that the column, line, and/or page number 
citations used in the prior art references as applied by the 
Examiner to the claimed invention are for the convenience of the 
Applicant to represent the relevant teachings of the prior art. 
The prior art references may contain further teachings and/or 
suggestions that may further distinguish the citations applied 
to the claims, therefore, the Applicant should consider the 
entirety of these prior art references during the process of 
responding to this Office Action. It is further noted that any 
alternative and nonpreferred embodiments as taught and/or 
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suggested within the prior art references also constitute prior 
art and the prior art references may be relied upon for all the 
teachings would have reasonably suggested to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. See MPEP 2123. 

The prior art listed in the PTO-892 form included with this 
Office Action disclose methods, systems, and apparatus similar 
to those claimed and recited in the specification. The Examiner 
has cited these references to evidence the level and/or 
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to provide support for universal facts and 
the technical reasoning for the rejections made in this Office 
Action including the Examiner's broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claims as required by MPEP 2111 and to 
evidence the plain meaning of any terms not defined in the 
specification that are interpreted by the Examiner in accordance 
with MPEP 2111.01. The Applicant should consider these cited 
references when preparing a response to this Office Action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3918. The . 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9AM to 5:30PM Eastern. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley can be 
reached on '(571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications . 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see' http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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